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The Testimony of Christ to

the Old Testament

»#

Both Jewi and Ghriftiana reoeiTe the Old Tattament
ai eontaining a rerelation from Ood, while the latter
regard it as itaading in eloee and Tital relationahip to
the New Teetament. EverTthing connected with the Old
Testament has, of recent jears, been subjected to the
closest scmtiny—the anthorship of ito sereral books, the
time when they were written, their style, their historical
value, their religious and ethical teachings. Apart from
the veneration with which we regard the Old Testament
writings on their own account, the intimate connection
which they have with the Christian Scriptures necessarily
gives us the deepest interest in the conclusions which may
be reached by Old Testament criticism. For as the New
Testament Dispensation presupposes and grows out of
the Mosaic, so the books of the New Testament touch
those of the Old at every point: In vetere testamento
novwn latet, et in novo vetiu patet. (In the Old Testa-
ment the New is concealed, and in the New the Old i»
revealed).

We propose to take a summary view of the testimony
of our Lord to the Old Testament, as it is recorded by
the Evangelists. The New Testament writers themselves
largely quote and refer to the Old Testament, and the
views which they express regarding the old economy and
its writings are in harmony with the statements of their
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Muter; but, for varioni retioni, we here eonflae <rar*

elves to whiit ii related of the Lord Himeelf.

Let us refer, first, to what it contained or neeeiMrily

implied in the Lord's testimony to the Old Testament

Seriptnres, and, seeondlj, to the critical value of His

testimony.

I.—1. Our Lord's authority—though this is rather

the argument e tilentio—may be cited in favour of the

Old Testament Canon as accepted by the Jews in His

day. He never charges them with adding to or taking

from the Scriptures, or in any way tampering with th«

text. Had they been guilty of so great a sin it is hcrdly

possible that, among all the charges brought against

them, this matter should not even be alluded to. The
Lord reproaches His countrymen with ignorance of the

Scriptures, and with making the law void through their

traditions, but He never hints that they have foisted

any book into the Canon, or rejected any which deserved

• pla<se in it

Now, the Old Testament Canon of the first eentnry is

the same as our own. The evidence for this is complete,

and the fact is hardly questioned. The New Testament

-eontains, indeed, no catalogue of the Old Testament

books, but the testimony of Josephus, of Melito of

43ardis, of Origen, of Jerome, of the Talmud, decisively

shows that the Old Testament Canon, once fixed, has
remained unaltered. Whether the steady Jewish tradition

that the Canon wa& finally determined by Ezi« and the

^reat Synagogue is altogether correct or not, it is cer-

tain that the Septuagint agrees with the Hebrew as to

the Canon, thus showing that the subject was not in

dispute two centuries before Christ. Nor is the testi-
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moBj of tbe Septnagint WMtkened bj the faet that th»

eommon Old Testament Apoexypha are appended to the

Canonical booka; for "of no one among the Apocryphal

books ia it 10 much aa hinted, either bj the aathor, or

bj anj oth^r Jewish writer, that it was worthj of a
plaee among the sacred books" (Kitto'a Cyel., art.

"Canon"). The Lord, it is obsenred, never quotes anjr

of the Apocryphal books, nor refera to them.

8. If our Lord does not name the writem of tbe

books of the Old Testament in detail, it may, at least,^

be said that no word of His calls in question the genuine-

ness of any book, and that He distinctly assigns several

parts of Scripture to the writers whose names they pass

under. The Law is ascribed to Moses; David 'a name is

connected with the Psalms; the prophecies of Isaiah are

attributed to Isaiah, and the prophecies of Daniel to

Daniel. We shall afterwards inquire whether these refer-

ences are merely by way of accommodation, or whether
more importance should be attached to them; in the

meantime we note that the Lord does not, in any in*

stance, express dissent from the common opinion, and
that, as to several parts of Scripture, He distinctly en>

dorses it.

The references to Moees aa legislator and writer are

rach as these. To the cleansed leper He says: "Go
thy way, shew thyself to the priest, and offer the gift

that Moses commanded" (Matt. viii. 4). "He saith

unto them, Moses because of tbe hardness of your hearts

suffered you to put away your wives" (Matt. xix. 8).

"If they hear not Moses and the prophets, neither wiU
they be persuaded, though one rose from the dead"
(Luke zvi. 31). "For Moses said. Honour thy father
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and thy mother
j and, WhoBo curseth flither or mother,

let him die the death" (Mark viL 10). <'And be-
ginning at Moses and all the prophets, he ezponnded
onto them in all the scriptures the things concerning him-
self" (Luke xxiv. 27). «'A11 things must be fulllUed
which were written in the law of Moses, and in the
prophets, and in the psalms, concerning me" (Luke aariy.

44). "There is one that accuseth y=ou, even Moses, in
whom ye trust. For had ye believed Moses, ye would
have believed Me: for he wrote of Me. But if ye
believe not his writings, how shall ye believe My words!"
(John V. 45-47). "Bid not Moses give you the law,
and yet none of you keepeth the law!" (John vii. 19).
"Moses therefore gave unto you circumcision. . . .

If a man on the sabbath day receive circumcision, that
the law of Moses should not be broken," etc. (John
vi. 22, 23). The omitted parenthetical words—"not
because it is of Moses, but of the fathers"—seem
dearly to show, it uay be remarked in passing, that the
Lord is not unobservant, in such references, of his-

torical exactness.

The Psalms are quoted by our Lord more than once,
but only once is a writer named. The 110th Psabn ii

ascribed to David; and the validity of the Lord's argu-
ment depends on its being Davidic. The reference,
therefore, so far as it goes, confirms the inscriptions
of the Psalms in relation to authorship.

Isa. vi. 9 is quoted thus: "In them is fulfilled the
prophecy of Esaias, which saith, By hearing ye shall
hear, and shall not understand" (Matt. xiii. 14, 15).
Again, chapter xxix. 13 of Isaiah's prophecy is cited:
"Well hath Esaias prophesied of you hypocrites, . . .
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This people honoureth me with their lips, but their heart

is far from me" (Mark vii. 6). When, in the beginning

of His ministry, the Lord came to Nazareth, there was

delivered unto Him in the synagogue "the book of the

prophet Esaias. And when he had opened the book, he

found the place where it was written, The Spirit of the

Lord is upon me, because He hath anointed me to preach

the gospel to the poor," etc. (Luke iv. 17, 18). The

passage read by our Lord is from the 6l8t chapter^
Isaiah, which belongs to the section of the book very

often, at present, ascribed to the second—or pseudo

Isaiah; but we do not press this point, as it may be said

that the Evangelist, rather than Christ, ascribes the

words to Isaiah.

In His great prophecy respecting the downfall of the

Jewish State the Lord refers to "the abomination of

desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet": as in

Dan. iz. 27, we read that "for the overspreading of

abominations he shall make it desolate," and in chap-

ter zii. 11, that "the abomination that maketh desolate

[shall] be set up."

3. When Christ makes reference to Old Testament

narratives and records He accepts them as authentic, as

historically true. He does not give or suggest, in any

case, a mythical or allegorical interpretation. The ac-

counts of the creation, of the flood, of the overthrow of

Sodom and Gomorrah, as well as many incidents and

events of later occurrence, are taken as authentic. It

may, of course, be alleged that the Lord's references to

the creation of man and woman, the flood, the cities of

the plain, etc., equally serve His purpose of illustration

whether He regards them as historical or not. But on
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weighing Hi! words it wiU be seen that they lose much
of their force and appropriateness nnless the events
alluded to had a historical character.

Let Qs refer more particularly to this niatter. Whe»
the Pharisees ask Christ whether it is lawful for a man
to put away his wife for every cause, He answera them:
**^ve ye not read, that He which made them in the
beginning made them male and female, and said. For
this cause shall a man leave father and mother, and shall
cleave to his wife: and they twain shall be one flesh!"
(Matt. aaix. 4, 5). Again: "As the days of Noe were,
so shall also the coming of the Son of man be. For as
in the days that were before the flood they were eating
and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until
the day that Noe entered into the ark, and knew not,
until the flood came, and took them all away; so shaU
also the coming of the Son of man be" (Matt. xxiv.
37-39). Again: "And thou, Capernaum, which art ex-
alted unto heaven, shalt be brought down to hell: for
if the mighty works, which have been done in thee, had
been done in Sodom, it would have remained until this
day. But I say unto you. That it shall be more tolerable
for the land of Sodom in the day of judgment, than for
thee" (Matt. xi. 23, 24). These utterances, every one
feels, lose their weight and solemnity if there was no
flood such as is described in Genesis, and if the destruc-
tion of wicked Sodom may be only a myth. Illustra-
tions and parallels may, for certain purposes, be adduced
from flctitious literature, but when the Lord would
awaken the conscience of men and alarm their fears by
reference to the certainty of divine judgment, He will
iiot conflrm His teaching by instances of punishment
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wbielt are onlj fabnlons. Hu argument that the Holj

and Just God will do ai He has done—will make bare

His arm as in the days of old—is robbed, in this ease,

of aU vaUdity.

A view frequently urged in the present day is that, as

with other nations, so with the Jews, the mythical period

precedes the historical, and thus the earlier narratives

of the Old Testament must be taken aecorr^ing to their

true character. In later periods of thr^^ 0)f* Testameiit

we have records which, on the whole, ait: historical; but

in the very earliest times we must not look for authentie

history at all. An adequate ootmination of this theory

(which has, of course, momentous ezegetical conse-

quences), cannot here be attempted. We merely remaric

that our Lord's brief references to early Old Testa-

ment narrative would not suggest the distinction so often

made between Mrlier and later Old Testament records

on the score of trustworthiness.

4. We advance to say that Christ accepts the Old

Dispensation and its Scriptures as, in a special sense,

from Gtod; as having speeial, divine authority. Maij
who recognise no peculiar saeredness or authority in 'tha

religion of the Jews above other religions of the world,

would readily admit that it is from God. But their con-

tention is that all religions (especially what th^ are

pleased to call the great religions) have donents of

truth in them, that they all furnish media through which

devout souls have fellowship with the Power which rulM
the universe, but that none of them should exalt ita

pretentions much above the others, far less claim ezela-

sive divine sanction; all of them being the product of

man's spiritual nature, as moulded by his history and
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environment, in diflferent nations and ages. This is the
view under which the study of comparative religion is
prosecuted by many eminent scholars. A large and gen-
erous study of religions—their characteristics and hio-
tory—tends, it is held, to bring them into closer fellow-
ship with each other; and only ignorance or prejudice
(say these unbiased thinkers) can isolate the religion of
the Old Testament or of the New, and refuse to acknow-
ledge in other religions the divine elements which entitle
them to take rank with Judaism or Christianity. On9
regrets to find Prof. Cheyne, of Oxford, approaching too
near this view. In a recent number of the Expository
Times, in an article on the influence of Zoroastrianism
on the religion of Israel, he thus writes: "I wUl con-
cludfl with a wish that does not, I am sure, exceed the
lintie of Christian generosity. May these two great
reUgwns, committed to highly gifted peoples which have
survived equal misfortune simply and entirely through
their strong attachment to their Scriptures, find in my
own time a more unreservedly historical, and, therefore,
aJso at once a more just and a more sympathetic appre-
eiation from English students!"
The utterances of Jesus Christ on this question of the

divinity of the Old Testament religion and cultus are
unmistakable; and not less clear and decided is His
language respecting tW , ings in which thU religion
is delivered. God is the .ouree, in the directest sense,
of both the religion and the records of it. No man can
claim Christ's authority for classing Judaism with Con-
fucianism, Hinduism, Buddhism, and Pferseeism. There
is nothing, indeed, in the Lord's Teaching which forbids
us to recognise anything that is good in ethnic religions
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I

—any of those elements of spiritual truth which beeome

the common property of the race and which were not

completely lost in the night of heathenism; but, on the

other hand, it is abundantly evident that the Jewish

faith is, to our Lord, the one true faith, and that the

Jewish Scriptures have a place of their own—a place

which cannot be shared with the sacred books of other

peoples. Samaritanism, even though it had appropriated

80 largely from the religion of Israel, He will not recog-

nise. "For salvation is of the Jews."

Almost any reference of our Lord to the Old Testa-

ment will support the statement that He regards the

Di^ensation and its Scriptures as from God. He
shows, e.g., that Old Teatament prophecy is fulfilled in

Himself, or He vindicates His teaching and His daima

by Scripture, or He enjoins obedience to the law (as

in the case of the cleansed lepers), or He asserts the

inviolability of the law till its complete fulfilment, or

He accuses a blinded and self-righteous generation of

superseding and vacating a law which they were bound

to observe. A few instances of explicit recognition of

the Old Testament Scriptures as proceeding from God
and having divine authority, may be here adduced. In

His Sermon on the Mount the Lord makes this strong

and comprehensive statement: "Yerily I say tmto you,

Till heaven and earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in

no wise pass from the law, till all be fulfilled" (Matt.

V. 18).

In the context the law is distinguished from the

prophets, and designates, therefore, the Pentateuch; and

surely the divine origin of this part of Scripture is

unquestionably implied. No such inviolability could be
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claimed for any merely human institution or production.
When the hypocritical and heartless son pretended to
devote to Gted what should have gone to support hia
indigent parents, he "made the commandment of Ood
of none effect," "for God commanded, saying, Honour
thy father and mother" (Matt xv. 4). In purging the
temple, the Lord justilies His action in these words:
"It is written, My house shaU be eaUed the house of
prayer" (Matt. xxi. 13). Again: "As touching the
resurrection of the dead, have ye not read that which
was spoken unto you by God, saying, I am the God of
Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacobf"
(Matt. audi. 32y. Again: "Laying aside the command-
ment of God, ye hold the tradition of men, as the wash-
ing of pots and cups: and many other such like thinga
ye do" (Mark vii. 8). So many passages of the Old
Testament are quoted or alluded to by the Lord as hav-
ing received, or as awaiting fulfilment, that it is scarcely
aecessaiy to make citations of this dass. These all most
certainly implv the divinity of Scripture; for no man,,
no creature, can teU what is hidden in the remote
future.

We are not forgetting that the Lord fully lecognisea
the imperfect and p'ovisional character of the Mosaie
law and of the Old Dispensation. Were the Old fault-
lees, no place would have been found for the New. Had
grace and truth come by Moses, the advent of Jesua
Christ would have been unnecessary. So when the Phari-
sees put the question to Christ why Moses commanded
to give to a wife who has found no favour with her
husband a writing of divorcement and to put her away.
He replied: "Moses because of the hardness of your
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hearts suffered 70a to put awaj your wives: but from
the beginning it was not so" (Matt. xix. 8). The
Mosaic legislation was not in every part absolutely the

best that could be given, bixt it was such as the divine

wisdom saw best for the time being and under the

special circumstances of the Hebrew people. Not only

did the Old Testament set forth a typical economy,

which must give place to another, but it embodied ethical

elements of a defective and provisional kind, Wiiieh

must pass away when the incarnate Son had fully re-

vealed the Father. The Old Testament is conscious of

its own imperfections, for Jeremiah thus writes: "Be-
hold the days come, saith the Lord, that I will make a
new covenant with the house of Israel, and with the

house of Judah: not according to the covenant that I
made with their fathers, in the day that I took them
by the hand to bring them out of the land of Egypt."
But in all this there is nothing to modify the proposi-

tion which we are illustrating, viz., that our Lord aeeepts

the Old Testament economy and its Scriptures as from
Ood—as stamped with divine authority, and as truly

making known the divine mind and will.

Marcion and the Gnostics did not receive any part of
tilie Old Testament Scriptures, and the Old Dispensa-

tion itself they held to be of evil origin. So decided

were they against the Old Testament that they would
not admit into their New Testament Canon the books
which especially bear witness to the Old. But the Chris-

tian Church has followed its Master in regarding the
Old Testament an the Word of God, as the Bible of the
ages before tLv Advent, and as still part of the Bible
for the Christian Clhurch. Not until the days of de-



14 THE TESTIMONY OP CHBIST

veloped rationalism was this position called in question,
ezeept among unbelievers. But it is obvious that the
style of criticism which, in our own time, is frequently
applied to the Old Testament (not to say anything
about the New), touching its histories, its laws, its

morality, is quite inconsistent with the recognition of
any special divine characteristics or authority as belong-
ing to it. The very maxim so often repeated, that
criticism must deal with these writings precisely as it

deals with other writings, is a refusal to Scripture, in
Kmhie, of the peculiar character which it claims, and
which the Church has ever recognised in it. If a spe-
cial divine authority can be vindicated for these books,
or for any of them, this fact, it is clear, ought to be
taken into account by the linguistic and historical critic.

Logically, we should begin our study of them by investi-

gating their title to such authority, and should their
claim prove well founded, it should never be forgotten
in the subsequent critical processes. The establishment
of this high claim will imply in these writings moral
eharacteristies (not to mention others) ^hich should
exempt them from a certain stupicion which the critic

may ot unwarrantably allow to be present when he
begins to examine documents of an ordinary kind. It
is not, therefore, correct to say that criticism, in com-
mencing its inquiries, should know nothing of the alleged
divine origin or sacred character of a book. If the book
has no good vouchers for its claims to possess a sacred
character, criticism must proceed unhindered; but cor-

rect conceptions of critical methods demand that every
important fact already ascertained as to any writing*
should be kept faithfully before the mind in the exam-
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ination of them. Scienee muft here unite with rever«a>
tial feeling in requiring right treatment of a book whieh
elaims special divine sanction, and is willing to have its

claims duly investigated. The examination of a witnen
of established veracity and rectitude would not be con-
ducted in precisely the same manner as that of a wit-
ness whose character is unknown or under suspicion.

WeUhausen's style of treating the history of Israel can
have no justification unless he should first show th^t
the claim so often advanced in "Thus saith the Lord''
is entirely baseless. So far from admitting the validity
of the axiom referred to, we distinctly hold that it i»

unscientific. A just and true criticism must have re-

spect to everything already known and settled regarding
the productions to whieh it is applied, and assuredly so
momentous a claim as that of divine authority demands
careful preliminary examination.

But criticism, it may be urged, is the very instrument
by whieh we must test the pretensions of these writing*
to a special divine origin and character, and, hence, it
cannot stand aside till this question has been considered.
In requiring criticism to be silent till the verdict )mB
been rendered, we are putting it under restrictions incon-
istent with its functions and prerogatives. The reply,
however, is that the principal external and internal evi-

dences for the divine origin of the Scriptures can be
weighed with sufficient accuracy to determine the gen-
eral character and authority of these writings before
criticism, either higher or lower, requires to apply ita

hand. **The heavenUness of the matter, the efficacy of
the doctrine, the majesty of the style, the consoit of
•11 the parts, the scope of the whole (which is to give
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glorj to God), the fnll diieoyerj it makes of the ovlj

waj of man's ailvation, the manj other ineomparable

«xeeUenees, and the entire perfection thereof, are argn-

ments wherebj it doth abondantlj evince itself to be
the Word of God" (Conf. of Faith, i. 6). But all

these considerations ean, in all that is material, be
weighed and estimated before technical criticism begins

its labours; as thej have been estimated to the entire

oonviction of the divinity of Scripture on the part

of thousands who had no acquaintance with criticism.

Should the fair application of criticism, when its proper

time comes, tend to beget doubt as to the general con-

clusion already reached regarding the Bible^ it will

doubtless be right carefully to review the evidence on
which our conclusion depends; but the substantive and
'direct proofs of the Scriptures being from God should

first be handled, and the decision arrived at should be
kept in mind while criticism is occupied with its proper

task. This seems to us the true order of procedure.

5. But in showing, as is easUy done, that our Lord
regards the Old Testament Scriptures as from God, we
have by no means given a complete view of His teach*

ing on the authority and sacred character of these writ*

ingSb The Old Testament religion and the books in

wluch it is conveyed might, as distinguished from all

other religions and sacred books, be from God, and yet

these books might contain much that was alien to their

general character—much that could not claim Qod as

Author—^much that might better have been omitted.

The human might so qualify the divine as greatly to

lessen the authority and value of these Scriptures:

truth might M intermingle with error that while we
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aonld ipaak of them u th* reeordf of a true religion,,

•ad m revelation from GN>d, we eonld not impUeitly

receive their whole contents, bat might, in reading them„

feftve eontinuallj to aak, Hai thia or that hiitorical nar-

ration, or legislative enactment, or ethical judgment, the

divine seal upon it, or is it to be ascribed to the imper>

feet knowledge or erroneous opinions of the writer f It

it quite conceivable that the Old Testament, while in a

real sense a divine book, might have this mixed char-

aeter—^relating histories partly true and partly fictitious,,

delivering an ethical and religious code higher than

that of heathen religir^ns, yet manifestly the joint pro-

duct of the divine sdom and goodness and of man's

solflshncisn and par ions, and presenting a cultus by

which Ood may be sincerely worshipped, but wV'ch com-

bines divine elements with the supentitions «. aton t»

the Jews and the Gentiles.

Our Lord certainly attributes to the Old Testament

A far higher character than we have just supposed. Ood

speaks in it throughout; and while He will more per-

fectly reveal Himself in His Son, not anything con-

tained in the older revelation shall Hil of its end or

be convicted of error. Christ does not use the term

"inspiration" in speaking of the Old Testament, but

when we have adduced His words regarding the origin

and authority of these writings, it will be evident that

to Him th^ are Ood-given in every part. It will be

seen that His testimony falls not behind that of His

Apostles who say: "Every Scripture inspired of Ood"
(2 Tim. iii. 16), and "The prophecy came not in old

time by the will of man; but holy men of Qod spake

as they were moved by the Holy Okwt" (2 Pet i. 21).
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(a) In ipMking of Chrift ai teaehisg tliat'th« Old
Tettament ! from Qod we have referred to pawaget
in which He laji that its worde and eommanda are
the wordi and eommandi of Ood; e.g., "Qod com-
manded, MTing, Honour thy father and mother: and,
He that cuneth father or mother, let him die the
death" (Matt. xv. 4). Again: "Have ye not read
that which was spoken nnto you by God, saying, I am
the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the
God of Jacob!"

In a comprehensive way the laws of the Pentateuch,
or of the Old Testament, are called "the command-
ments of God." Thus: "In vain do they worship me,
teaching for doctrines the commandments of men. For
laying aside the commandment of Gud, ye hold the tra-
dition of men. . . . Pull well ye reject the com-
mandment of God, that ye may keep your own tradi-
tion" (Mark vii. 8, 9); and in the context of this kst
quotation the eommandment of Qod ir identified with
what "Moves spake," showing that the rords of Moses
are also the words of Gk)d.

Passages like these do more than prove that the Old
Testament Scriptures ezprees on the whole the mind of
God, and therefore possess very high authority. If it

ean properly ue said that God spake certain words, or
that certain words and commandments are the words and
commandments of God, we have more than a general
e^idorsement—as when, e.g., the editor of a periodical
states that he is responsible for the general character
and tendency of articles which he admits, but not for
every sentiment expressed in them.

It needs, of course, no proof that the words quoted
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I

I'

i

in the New Teitament aa ipoken by God are not the
011I7 parte of the Old whieh hare direet divine author*

itj. Tbe nme thing might evidently be eaid of other

pa.' Is of the boolc. The impreasion left, we think, on
every unprejudiced mind ia that lueh quotations as the

Lord made are only specimens of a book in which Ood
speaks throughout. There is no encouragement certainly

to attempt any analysis of Scripture into its divine

and its human parts or elements—to apportion the auth-
orship between Ood and the human penmen; for, as
we havo seen, the same words are ascribed to Ood and
to His servant Moses. Tbe whole is spoken by Ood and
by Mosos also. A^^ is divine and at the same time all

is human. The div » and the human are so related that
separation is impossible.

(b) Attention may be specially called to three pas-

sages in which the Lord refers to the origin and the
absolute infallibility of Scripture. Jesus asked the
Pharisees, "What think ye of Christ f Whose Son is

Het They say unto him. The Son of David. He saith

unto them, How then doth David in spirit call Him
Lordt" The reference is to Psalm ex., which the Lord
says David spake or wrote "in spirit"; ».e., David was
eompletely under the Spirit's influence in the produc-
tion of the psalm, so that when he calls the Messiah his

"Lord" the word has absolute authority. Such is

clearly the Lord's meaning, and the Pharisees have no
reply to His argument. The Lord does not say that the
entire Old Testament was written "in the Spirit," nor
even that all the Psalms were so produced; He makes
no direct statement of this nature; yet tbe plain reader
would certainly regard this as implied. His hearers

t -
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understood their Scriptures to have been all written hj
immediate inspiration of God, and to be tiie word of
God, and He merelj refers to Psalm ex. as having the

eharaeter which belonged to Scripture at large.

In John z. 34-36 Christ vindicates Himself from th*

charge of blasphemy in daiming to be the Son of God.

"Jesus answered them, Is it not written in your law,

I said, Te are gods. If he called them gods unto whom
the word of God came, and the Scripture cannot be
broken; say ye of Him whom the Pather hath sancti-

fied, and sent into the world, Thou blasphemest; be-

cause I said, I am the Son of GK>dt'' The Scripture

cannot be brokeh— ov ^vmrot Xvft/Mu. The verb sig-

nifies to loose, unbind, dissolve, and as applied to Scrip-

ture means to subvert or deprive of authority. The
authority of Scripture is then so complete-—so i>erva-

sive—as to extend to its individual terms. "Gods'' ia

the proper word because it is used to designate the Jew-

ish rulers. If this is not verbal inspiration, it eomee

very near it. One may, of course, allege that the Lord's

statement of inerrancy implies only that the principal

words of Scripture must be taken precisely as they are^

but that He does not claim the like authority for all ita

words. Without arguing this point, we merdy say that

it is not certain or obvious that the way is left op^
for this distinction. In face of Christ's utterances it

devolves on those who hold that inspiration extends te

the thought of Scripture only, but not to the words, or

to the leading words but not to the words in general, to

adduce very cogent arguments in support of their posi-

tion. The onus probandi, it seems to us, is here made
to rest on them. The theory that inspiration may be
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affinned ovlj of the main views or positions of Scrip-

ture, but neither of the words nor of the deyelopment

of the thoughts, cannot, it seems clear, be harmonised

with the Lord's teaching. Before adverting to a third

text we may be allowed to set down these words of Aug-
nstine in writing to Jerome: "Ego enim fateor caritati

tu», soils eis scripturarum libris, qui jam canonici

appellantur, didici hunc timorem honoremque deferre,

ut nullum eorum auctorem scribendo aliquid errasse

firmissime eredam. Ac si aliquid in eis offendero Ut-

teris, quod videatur contrarium veritati, nihil aliud,

quam vel mendosum esse codicem, vel interpretem non
aasecutum esse quod dictum est, vel me minime intellex-

isse non ambigam."*
In His Sermon on the Mount our Lord thus refers

to His own relation to the Old Testament economy and
its Scriptures: "Think not that I am come to destroj

the law, or thf prophets: I am not come to destroj,

but to fulfil. For verilj I say unto you, Till heaven and
earth pass, one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from
the law, tm all be fulfilled" (Matt. r. 17, 18). No
stronger words could be employed to td&rm the divine

authority of every part of the Old Testament; for the

law and the prophets mean the entire Old Testament

Scriptures. If this declaration contemplates the morai

element of these Scriptures, it means that no part of

*Por I acknowledice with high esteem for thee, I have learned to
ascribe such reverence and honor to those books at the Scriptures
alone, which are now called canonical, that I beliere most firmly
that not one of their authors has made a mistake in writing them.
And Should I light upon anything in those writings, which may
ccam op. osed to truth, I shall contend for nothing eue, than either
that the manuscript was full of errors, or that the translator had
not comprehended what was said, or that I had not understood it
in the least degree.
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them Ertiall be set aside hj the New Dispensation, but
"fulfilled"

—

i.e., filled up and completed by Jesm
Christ, as a sketch is filled up and completed by the

painter. If, as others naturally interpret, the typical

features of the Old Testament are included in the

statement, the term "fulfilled,'' as regards this element,

will be taken in the more usual meaning. In either ease

the inviolability and—by implication—^the divine origin

of the Old Testament could not be more impressively

declared. Mark how comprehensive and absolute the

words are: "one jot or one tittle." "Jot," tStra is

yohd, the smallest letter of tae Hebrew alphabet;

"tittle," literally little horn or apex, designates the

little lines or projections by which Hebrew letters, sim*

ilar in other respects, differ from each other. We
have here, one might say, the inspiration of the letters

of the Old Testament. Everything contained in it hat

divine authority, and must, therefore, be divine in

origin; for it is unnecessary to show that no such auth*

ority could be ascribed to writings merely human, or to

writings in which the divine and the human elements

could be separated analytically.

Should it be said that the "law," every jot and tittle

of which must be fulfilled, means here the economy
itself, the ordinances of Judaism, but not the record of
them in writing, the reply is that we know nothing of
these ordinances except through the record, so that what
is affirmed must apply to the Scriptures as well as to

the Dispensation.

The only questions which can be well raised are, first,

wftiether the "law and the prophets" designate the entire

Scriptures or two great divisions of them oxily, and,
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secondly, whether the words of Jesus can be takea «t
their full meaning, or, for some reason or other,, must
be discounted. The first question it is hardly worth
while to discuss, for, if neither jot nor tittle of tie *' law
and the prophets" shall fail, it will hardly be contended
that the Psalms, or whatever parts of the Old Testamenl.
are not included, have a less stable character. The-
latter question, of momentous import, we shall eeoaider
presently.

(c) The inspiration of the Old Testament Scrip-
tures is clearly implied in the many declarations of oui-
uord respecting the fulfilment of prophecies contained
in thenk It ia God's prerogative to know, and to mak»
known, the future. Human presage cannot go beyond
what is foreshadowed in events which have transpired,,
or is wrapped up in causes which we pip inly see in
operation. If, therefore, the Old Testament reveal^
hundreds of years in advance, what is coming to pass^
omniscience must have directed the pen of the writers—
*.«., these Scriptures, or at least their predictive parts,
must be inspired.

The passage already quoted from the Sermon on the
Mount may be noticed as regards its bearing os
prophecy: '*I am not come to destroy the l«,w or th»-
prophets, but to fulfil." While irA^poKmt as -eferring
to the law has the special meaning above pointed onV
as referring to the prophets, it has its more commoa
import. We have here, then, a general statement as to.
the Old Testament containing prophecies which were ful-
filled by Christ and in Him. Here are examples. The
rejection of Messiah by the Jewish authorities, as well
as the ultimate triumph of His cause, is announce^
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the 118th Psalm, in words which Christ applies to Him-
•elf: "The stone whic(h the builders rejected is become

the head of the comer." The desertion of Jesns hj
His disciples when He was apprehended fulfils the pre-

diction of Zechari&h: "I will smite the shepherd, and
the sheep shall be scattered" (Matt. zxvi. 31). Should

angelic intervention rescue Jesus from death, "how
then should the Scriptures be fulfilled, that thus it must

bef" All that related to His betrayal, apprehension,

and death took place "that the Scriptures of the proph-

ets might be fulfilled" (Matt. xzvi. 56). "Had ye

believed Moses," said our Lord, "ye would have be-

lieved Me: for he wrote of Me" (John v. 46). The
41st Psalm pre-anndunces the treachery of Judas in these

words: "He that eateth bread with Me hath lifted np
Ida heel against Me"; and the defection of the son of

perdition takes place, "that the Scriptures may be fnl-

filled" (John xvii. 12). The persistent and malignant

opposition of His enemies fulfils that which is written,

''They hated Me without a cause" (John xv. 25).

lEHnallj, in discoursing to the two disciples on the way to

Emmaus, the Lord, "beginning at Moses and all the

prophets, expounded unto them in all the Scriptures the

things concerning Himself." "And He said unto them,

These are the words which I spake unto you, while I was
yet with you, that all things must be fulfilled which

were written in the law of Moses, and in the prophets,

and in the psalms, concerning Me. Then opened He
tiieir understanding, that they might understand the

Scriptures, and said unto taem, Thus it is written, and
tiins it behooved Christ to suffer, and to rise from the

dead the third day" (Luke xziv. 44-46).
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It is not denied that in some instances the word
turn" is used in the Kew Testament merely as sig-

mfying that some evflnt or condition of things corre-
qwnds with or realises something that is written in the
Old Testament; as when the words in Isaiah, '<Bt
hearing ye shall hear and shkll not understand," are
aid to be fulfilled in the bUnd obduracy of the Phari-
•ees. Nor, again, is it denied that ''fulfil" has th«
meaning of filling, or expanding, or completing. But
clearly our Lord, in the passages here cited, employs th«
term in another acceptation. He means nothing less than
«l»i8: that the Scriptures which He says were "fulfilled"
were intended by the Spirit of God to have the veiy
appUcation which He makes of them; they were pre-
dictions in the sense ordinarily meant by that term If
the Messiah of the Old Testament were merely an ideal
personage, there would be little force in saying that the
Lord "opened the understanding" of the disciples thatth^ might see His death and resurrection to be set
forth m the prophecies. But to teach that the Old Tea-
tament contains authentic predictions is, as we have
«aid, to teach that it is inspired. The challenge to
heathMi deities is, "Show the things that are to come
hereafter, that we may know that ye are gods" (Iia.

We thus find that our Lord recognises the same Old
Testament Canon as we have, that so fkr as He makes
reference to particular books of the Canon He ascribes
them to the writers whose names they bear, that He
regards the Jewish reUgion and its sacred books as in
a t^ml sens^a sense not to be affirmed of any other
rehgion-from God, that the writers of Scripture, i«
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His view, spake in the Spirit, that their words are so

properly chosen that an argument may rest on the exact-

ness of a term, that no part of Scripture shall fail of

its end or be convicted of error, and that the predic-

tions of Scripture are genuine predictions, which must

all in their time receive fulfilment.

We cannot here discuss the doctrine of inspiration;

but on the ground of the Lord's testimony to the Old

TTestament, as above summarised, we may surely affirm

that He claims for it throughout all that is meant by

inspiration when we use that term in the most definite

sense. No higher authority could well be ascribed to

Apostolic teaching^ or to any part of the New Testa-

ment Scriptures, than the Lord attributes to the more

ancient Scriptures when He declares that "jot or tittle

•shall not pass from them till all be fulfilled," and that

if men ''hear not Moses and the prophets, neither will

they be persuaded though one rose from the dead"

<Lnke zvi. 31).

IT It remains that we should briefly advert to the

Talue, for the scientific student of the Bible, of Christ's

testimony to the Old Testament. The very announce-

ment of such a topic may not be heard without pain,

but in view of theories with which biblical students are

familiar, it becomes neaesmrj to look into the question.

•Can we, then, accept the utterances of Christ on the

matters referred to as having value—as of authority

—

In relation to biblical scholarship! Can we take tiiem

at their face value, or must they be discountedt Or,

again, are these words of Jesus valid for criticism on

^^tovoB questions, but not on others!

There are two ways in which it is sought to invalidate

^Christ's testimony to the Old Testament.
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1. It is alleged that Jeeu. had no knowledge beyond
ttat of His contemporaries as to the origin and literary
characteristics of the Scriptures. The Jews believed that
Moses wrote the Pentateuch, that the narratives of theOld Testament are all authentic history, and that thewords of Scripture are all inspired. Christ shared the
opinions of His countrymen on these topics, even when
they were m error. To hold this view, it is maintained,
does not detract from the Lord's qiuiliflcations for Hi^
proper work, which was reUgious and spiritual, not lit-
erary; for in relation to the religious value of the Old
Testament and its spiritual uses and appUcations Hemay confidently be accepted as our Guide. His know-
tedge was adequate to the deUvery of the doctrines ofHis kingdom, but did not necessarily extend to ques^
tions of scholarship and criticism. Of these He s^aks
as any other man, and to seek to arrest, or direct, criti-
cunn by appeal to His authority, is procedure which can
only recoil upon those who adopt it This view in
advanced, not only by critics who reject the divinity of
Chnst, but by many who profess to believe that doc-
tnne. In the Preface to his first volume on ;he Penta-
tench and Joshua, Colenso thus writes: "It is perfectly
con^stent with the most entire and sincere belief in our
LordJs divinity to hold, as many do, mat when He
vouchsafed to become a <Son of man' He took our nature
fully, and voluntarily entered into all the conditions ofhumamty, and, among others, into that which make,
our growth m all ordinary knowledge gradual and lim-
JWd.

. It ,8 not supposed that, in His human
nature, He was acquainted more than any Jew of Hieage with the mysteries of all modem sciences, nor
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can it be •eriouily maintained that, aa an infant or

young child, He poweised a knowledge inrpassing that

of the moit pious and ^earned adults of His nation,

npon the subject of the authorship and age of the dif-

ferent portions of the PenUteuch. At what period,

then, of His life on earth, is it to be supposed that

He had granted to Him as the Son of man, supemat*

nrally, full and accurate information on these points,"

etc. (vol. i. p. 32). **It should also be observed," say«

Dr. a Davidson, "that historical and critical ques-

tions could only belong to His human culture, a cul-

ture stamped with the characteristics of Hi* age and

country. *

'

The doctrine of the Kenosis is invoked to explain the

imperfection of our Lord's knowledge on critical ques-

tions, as evidenced by the way in which He speaks of

the Pentateuch and of various Old Testament problems.

The general subject of the limitation of Christ' know-

ledge during His life on earth i9, of course, a very

difficult one, but we do not need here to consider It.

The Gospel of Mark does speak of the day and hour

when the heaven and earth shall pass away as being

known to the Father only, and not to the Son; but

without venturing any opinion on a subject so mys-

terious, we may, at least, affirm that the Lord's know-

ledge was entirely adequate to the perfect discharge of

His prophetical office. To impute imperfection to Him

as the Teacher of the Church were indeed impious.

Now the case stands thus: By a certain clare of critics

we are assured that, in the interests of truth, in order

to an apologetic such as the present time absolutely

requires, the traditional opinions regarding the author-
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hrp of the Old Testament books and the decree of•nthonty which attache, to several, if not aU oftLn,Must be revised. In order to save the ship, we mvJtthrow overboard this cumbrous and antiquated tackling.Much more, we are assured, than points of scholarship^e involved; for intelligent and truth-loving men cannot
retain their confidence in the Bible and its reUgion

r r Tf.. r'^ ***' ^P**^*^"' ''^^^ ha^« Prevailed mto the Old Testament, even though these opinions ca«Warently plead in their favour the authority of Jesus

Now mark the position in which the Lord, as our
Teacher, is thus placed. We have foUowed Him in hold-ing opinions which turn out to be unscientific, untrue;and «o necessary is it to relinquish these opinions that
neither the Jewish nor the Christian faith can be satis-
factonly defended if we cling to them. Is it not
therefore, quite clear that the Lord's teaching is. i^something material, found in error-that His prophetical^ce IS assailedf Tor the allegation is that, in holding
fast to what He is freely allowed to have taught, weare imperilling the interests of religion. The criticwhom we have in view must admit either that the points
in qu^tion are of no importance, or that the Lord was
imperfectly qualified for His prophetical work. Thosewho have reverence for the Bible will not admit either
position. For why should scholarship so magnify the
necessity to apologetics of correcting the traditional
opinion as to the age and authorship of the Pentateuch
and other questions of Old Testament criticism, unlesJ
It means to show that the Old Testament requires more
exact, more enlightened, handling than the Lord gave
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itt Should it be replied that the Lord, had He been on

«arth now, would have ipoken otherwise on the topici

concerned, the obvious answer is, that the Lord's teach-

ing is for all ages, and that His word "cannot o«

broken. '

'

2. The theory of accommodation is brought forward

in explanation of those references of Christ to the Old

Testament which endorse what are regarded as inac-

yjuracies or popular errors. He spake, it is said, regard-

ing the Old Testament, after the current opinion or

fcelief. This belief would be sometimes right and some-

times wrong; but where no interest of religion or mor-

ality was affectefl—^where spiritual truth was not in-

evolved—He allowed Himself, even where the common

belief was erroneous, to speak in accordance with it.

Some extend the principle of accommodation to the

interpretation of the Old Testament as well as to ques-

tions of Canon and authorship; and in following it

:the Lord is declared to have acted prudently, for no

^^od end could have been served, it is alleged, by cross-

ing the vulgar opinion upon matters of little import-

ance, and thus awakening or strengthening suspicion at

to His teaching in general.

As to the accommodation thus supposed to have been

practised by our Lord, we observe that if it implies, as

-the propriety of the term requires, a more accurate

knowledge on His part than His language reveals, it

}>ecome8 difficult, in many instances, to vindicate His

perfect integrity. In some cases where accommodation

is alleged, it might, indeed, be innocent enough, but in

others it would be inconsistent with due regard to

truth; and most of the statements of the Lord touching
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tht Old Testament to which attention has been directed
la this discussion seem to be of this latter kind. Da-
Tidson himself says: "Agreeing as we do in the senti-
mtnt that our Saviour and His Apostles accommodated
their mode of reasoning to the habitual notions of the
Jews, no authority can be attributed to that reasoning
emoept when it taket the form of an independent deelara-
tion or etatement, and so rests on the speaker's credit."
Now the st-^tements of Christ respecting the Old TesU-
ment Scriptures to which we desire specially to direct
attention are precisely of this nature. Are not these
"independent declarations!" "One jot or one tittle
haU not pass," etc.; "The Scripture cannot be
broken"; "David in spirit calls him Lord"; "AU
things must be fulfilled which are written in the law of
Moses, and in the prophets, and in the psalms coft-
ceming Me."

Further, we may say as before, that if our Lord'a
•tatements—ffis obiter dicta, if you will—about the
authorship of parts of Scripture give a measure of
countenance to opinions which are standing in the waj
both of genuine scholarship and of faith, it is hard to
see how they can be regarded as instances of a justi-
fiable accommodation. It seems to us (may we rever-
ently use the words) that in this case you cannot vindi-
cate the Lord's absolute truthfulness except by imput-
ing to Him a degree of ignorance which would unfit
Him for His office as permanent Teacher of the Church.
Here is the dilemma for the radical critic—either he is
agitating the Church about trifles, or, if his views have
the apologetical importance which he usually attributes
to them, he is censuring the Lord's discharge of His
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propbetie offloe; for the aUegttioa ii that Chritt'i word*

proTt perplexing and miileftding in regard to weightj

iiaaei whieh the progreM of knowledge hat obliged nt

to faee. Surelj we ehould be apprehenaive of danger if

we diicover that riewe whieh claim our adheaion, on anj

grounds whatever, tend to depreciate the wiadom of Him

whom we call "Lord and Master," upon whom the Spirit

wai bestowed "without measure," and who "spak? •

nerer man spake." It is a great thing in this eontro-

yersy to have the Lord on our side.

Are, then, the Lord's references to Moses and the law

to be regarded as evidence that He believed the Penta-

teuch to be wriAen by Moses, or should they be classed

as instances of accommodation t We can hardly inaiit

on committing our Lord in every reference of this kind

to the definite opinion of a Mosaic authorship; but when

we take in eumulo all the passages in which the legis-

lation of the Pentoteuch and the writing of it are con-

nected with Moses, a very strong case is made out ^g»<nst

mere accommodation. The obvious accuracy of speech

observed in some of these references cannot be over-

looked—«.p., "Moses, therefore, gave you circumcision

(not because it is of Moses, hut of the fathers).'*

Again, "There is one that accuseth you, even Moses in

whom ye trust; for had ye beUeved Moses ye would

have believed Me, for he wrote of Me; but if ye believe

not his writings, how shall ye believe My words!" This

is not the style of one who does not wish his words to

be taken strictly f

Two positions may, I think, be aflBrmed: (a) The

legislation of the Pentateuch is actually ascribed to

Moses by the Lord. If this legislation is, in the main,
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long fttbtequent to Moiet, and a good deal of it lat«r
than tlM exile, the Lord '• language ia poaitivelj mialead-
ing, and endorses an erro- which vitiatet the entire eon-
itmetion of Old Tettameut history and the development
of religion in Israel, (b) Moses is to sneh extent the
writer of the law that it may, with propriety, be spoken
of as "his writings." All admit that there are pfj-
Mgei in the Books of Moses which were written by
another hand or by other hands, and should even addi-
tions other than certain brief explanatory interpolations
and the last chapter of Deuteronomy have to be recog-
niaed (which has not yet been demonstrated), the Pen-
tateuch would remain Mosaic. Should Mosea have die-
Uted much of his writings, as Pftul did, they would, it
is unnecessary to say, be not the less his. The words of
Jesus we consider as evidence that He regarded Moses
as, substantiaUy, the writer of the books which bear his
name. Less than this robs several of our Lord's stato-
ments of their point and propriety^

It is hardly necessary to say that we have no deairo
to see a true and revereut criticism of the Old Teata*
nent, and of the New as well, arrested in its progress,
or in the least hindered. CWticism must accomplish its
taak. and every lover of truth is more than willing that
it should do so. Beluctanee to see truth fully investi-
gated, fully ascertained and established, in any depart-
ment of thought and inquiry, and most of all in those
departments which are the highest, is lamentable evidence
of moral weakness, of imperfect confidence in Him who
is the God of truth. But criticism must proceed by
legitimate methods and in a true spirit. It must stead-
fastly keep before it all the facts essential to be taken
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into account. In the ease of its application to the Bibl^

and religion, it is most reasonable to demand that full

weight should be allowed to all the teachings, all the

words of Him who only- knows the Father, and who came

to reveal Him to the world, and who is Himself the

Truth. If all Scripture bears testimon/ to Christ we

cannot refuse to hear Him when He speaks of its char*

aeteristics. It is folly, it is unutterable impiety, to

decide differently from the Lord any question regarding

the Bible on which we have His verdict; nor does it

improve the case to say that we shall listen to Him
when He speaks of spiritual truth, but shall count our-

selves free when the question is one of scholarship. Alas

for our scholarship when it brings us into controversy

with Him who is the Prophet, as He is the Priest and

King of the Church, and by whose Spirit both Prophets

and Apostles spake!

Nothing has been said in this paper respecting the

proper method of interpreting the different books and

parts of the Old Testament, nor the way of dealing with

specific difficulties.

Our object has been to show that the Lord regards

the entire book, or collection of books, as divine, authori-

tative, infallible. But in the wide variety of these writ-

ings there are many forms of composition, and every

part, it is tbvious to say, must be understood and ex-

plained in accordance with the rules of interpretation

which apply to liteiature of its kind. We have not been

trying in advance to bind up the interpreter to an unin-

telligent literalism in exegesis, which should take no

account of what is peculiar to different species of writ-

ing, treating poetry and prose, history and allegory, the
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symbolical and the literal, as if all were the same. The
consideration of this most important subject of inter-
pretation, with which apologetical interests are, indeed,
closely connectrJ, tes not been before us. But nothing
which we co ud be caiietJ on to advance regarding the
interpretatio cf the O; ' Testament could modify the
results here liachecl in relation to the subject of which
we have spoJten. Our Lord's testimony to the character
of the Old Testament must remain unimpaired.

Nor, finally, has anything been said regarding the
Lord's testimony to the Old Testament as affected by
the changes in it due to frequent transcription of the
original, or due to translation. It is clear, however, that
what Christ witnessed to cannot be held to sanction any
error of the copyist or the translator. In its full force
His testimony applies to the uneorrupted original alone.
But it were easy to show that while neither transcribers
nor copyists may claim infallibility, yet the value of
Scripture (Old Testament and New) for all practical

purposes is hardly less in a good translation than in the
original; and the testimony of the Lord to Scripture
should inspire full confidence in it on the part of those
who read their English, or French, or German Bible.

Doubtless many of the small difficulties which lie in the
path of the Old Testament student—^whieh have per-

plexed translators and exegetes, and have been vaunted
by the adversaries of Scripture as destroying its lofty

claim—are due to changes made in transcriptioc. Let
an earnest scholarship deal with these and all other diffi-

culties as best it can. Its work is useful and always
to be regarded with favour.




